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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim1-3, 5-8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kataoka (hereinafter "Kataoka '462" 2001/0056462) in view of Sun et al 
(hereinafter "Sun '663" US 6,442,663). 

With respect to Claim 1 , Kataoka '462 teaches A method for executing a job 
loaded into a client machine (i.e., 150 of Fig. 2) on a server machine (i.e.,110 of Fig. 2) 
that is different in a computer environment different from a computer environment of the 
client machine (i.e., Para 0008, execute predetermined application program without 
detailed knowledge of the computer on the other side), said method comprising the 
steps of: allowing the client machine to issue to the server machine a job execution 
request for executing the job (i.e., Para 0008-0009, executing predetermined 
application programs on another computer), and environment information (i.e. ,133 
of Fig. 2 , historical information ) including a program product name (i.e., Para 0055 
and Fig. Fig. 4, Product name stored in historical information), and a version of the 
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program product on the client machine side (i.e., Para 0055 and Fig. Fig. 4, history 
information including version of product); and further replace the program product 
name (i.e., Para 0087, checking and making reference to the predetermined 
software program) and the version by corresponding information for the server 
machine on an as-needed basis (i.e., Para 0087, checking and making reference to 
the predetermined software program version), and to execute the job (i.e., Para 
0086-0087, executing a program based on the program name and version in 
which the server executes an identifying command for executing a job). 

Kataoka '462 does not explicitly teach a job execution request being 
accompanied by environment information on a client machine side and job execution 
statements for the job to be executed, the environment information including a volume 
logical path, a volume physical path on the client machine side allowing the server 
machine to control to assign assignment of a server side volume corresponding to a 
client side volume and transfer input data on the client side volume to a server side 
volume, to convert the environment information and the job execution statements so as 
to replace, information about the volume logical path and the volume physical path by 
corresponding information for the server machine, 

However, the mentioned claimed limitations are well known in the art as 
evidenced by Sun '663, In particular, Sun '663 teaches the use of a job execution 
request being accompanied by environment information on a client machine side and 
job execution statements for the job to be executed (i.e., Col. 29 lines 64- Col. 30 line 
7, environment information such as ' physical memory location, logical 
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parameters and indirect memory references' are associated with a process on a 
client machine side), the environment information including a volume logical path (i.e., 
Col. 30 lines 22-24, identifying logical parameters of the process in the first 
computer), a volume physical path on the client machine side(i.e., Col. 30 lines 20-21, 
physical memory locations of process of the process in the first computer) 
allowing the server machine to control to assign assignment of a server side volume 
corresponding to a client side volume and transfer input data on the client side volume 
to a server side volume (i.e., Col. 30 lines 20-27, finding physical memory locations 
in accordance with the correlations in the memory needed to continue execution 
of the processes in the second computer ), to convert the environment information 
and the job execution statements so as to replace, information about the volume logical 
path and the volume physical path by corresponding information for the server machine 
(i.e., Col. 30 lines 1-4, collected data is transformed into a machine independent 
format where for transfer to the second computer). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention was made to modify the method of Kataoka '462 as taught by 
Sun '663 since Sun '663 suggested in Col. 1 lines 57-60 that such a modification would 
provide an efficient process migration where the execution of a process is suspended 
on one computer and resumed on another computer. 

With regards to method Claim 2, the limitation of the claim 2 are corrected by 
limitation of claim 1 above. The steps of claim 2 read into the function step of claim 1 . 



Application/Control Number: 10/784,297 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2625 

With regards to method Claim 3, the limitation of the claim 3 are corrected by 
limitation of claim 1 above. The steps of claim 3 read into the function step of claim 1 . 

With respect to Claim 5, Kataoka '462 teaches a method wherein the 
environment information includes names of programs executed for the job and the 
information about the versions of the programs executed for the job (i.e., Para 0053 
and 233 and 239 of Fig. 4, Environment Information includes Name of software 
and version), and wherein the server machine determines whether versions of the 
programs executed for the job are installed on the server machine (i.e., Para 0065- 
0068, code for checking a particular version of software) and installs any 
uninstalled program on the server machine (i.e., Para 0090-0092, software BAP 1.0 is 
downloaded to a local directory and installed). 

With respect to Claim 6, Kataoka '462 does not explicitly teach a method wherein 
the server machine executes the job in accordance with the job execution statements 
for which an amount of computer resource use described in the job execution 
statements is changed in compliance with information about a service level agreement. 

However, the mentioned claimed limitations are well known in the art as 
evidenced by Sun '663, In particular, Sun '663 teaches the use of a method wherein the 
server machine executes the job in accordance with the job execution statements for 
which an amount of computer resource (i.e., Col. 1 line 67-Col. 2 line 6, migrating 
process from overloaded machines to under loaded machine to exploit otherwise 
unused computing cycles ) use described in the job execution statements is changed 
in compliance with information about a service level agreement (i.e., Col. 2 lines 10-17 
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, required job execution statements changed in compliance with service level 
agreement are migrated to another computer in terms of resource sharing). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention was made to modify the method of Kataoka '462 as taught by 
Sun '663 since Sun '663 suggested in Col. 1 lines 57-60 that such a modification would 
provide an efficient process migration where the execution of a process is suspended 
on one computer and resumed on another computer. 

With regards to the program of Claim 7, the limitation of the claim 7 are corrected 
by limitation of claim 1 above. The steps of claim 7 read into the function step of claim 1 . 

With regards to the program of Claim 8, the limitation of the claim 8 are corrected 
by limitation of claim 1 above. The steps of claim 8 read into the function step of claim 1 . 

With respect to Claim 10, Kataoka '462 teaches a program wherein the 
environment information includes names of programs executed for the job and 
information about versions of the programs (i.e., Para 0053 and 233 and 239 of Fig. 4, 
Environment Information includes Name of software and version), and wherein the 
server machine causes the program to realize a function for determining whether the 
versions of the programs executed for the job are installed on the server machine (i.e., 
Para 0065-0068, code for checking a particular version of software); and a function 
for installing any uninstalled program on the server machine (i.e., Para 0090-0092, 
software BAP 1.0 is downloaded to a local directory and installed). 
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4. Claims 4 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kataoka '462 and Sun '663 as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of Loomans 
(Hereinafter "Loomans '605" 6,393,605). 

With respect to Claim 4, Kataoka '462 does not explicitly teach a method wherein 
the server machine comprises a plurality of logically partitioned logical computers, and 
wherein, when the job execution request is received, the job is executed on a logical 
computer that can interpret and execute the job execution statements. 

However, the mentioned claimed limitations are well known in the art as 
evidenced by Loomans '605. In particular, Loomans '605 teaches the use of server 
machine which comprises a plurality of logically partitioned logical computers (i.e., 202 
of Fig. 2, Computer comprising a plurality of Ul elements), and wherein, when the 
job execution request is received, the job is executed on a logical computer that can 
interpret and execute the job execution statements (i.e., Col 7 Lines 40-50, a Ul 
element is selected by the application engine when ready to begin processing). 

In view of this, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention was made to modify the method of Kataoka '462 and Sun '663 
as taught by Loomans '605 since Loomans '605 suggested in Col 1 Line 25-29 that 
such a modification to the method would provide a highly interactive, robust, and 
scalable on demand network application. 

With regards to the program of Claim 9, the limitation of the claim 9 are corrected 
by limitation of claim 4 above. The steps of claim 9 read into the function step of claim 4. 
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Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DENNIS DICKER whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
3140. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday -Friday 7:30 A.M. to 5:00 
P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Lamb can be reached on (571 ) 272-7406. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

ID. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
5/8/2008 



/Twyler L. Haskins/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 
5/7/08 



